area, 16 was estimated by measuring mandible length and using the regression equation given by Di Palma & Massa. 15 In biomass calculations, rats were assigned the average monthly weight.
A total of 2760 prey items was identified in 2054 pellets. Mammals accounted for 91.0% of the diet in number; the remaining 9.0% was birds (see Appendix). Diet composition varied significantly between months (χ 2 = 395, df = 24, P < 0.001, computed on numbers of the five main prey categories, Fig. 1a ). Brown Rat is very important in the diet of Long-eared Owl in this locality, as is clear from consumed biomass (overall 65.2%, range 54.4-76.5% per month, Fig. 1b) . Rats are often represented in the diet of the Long-eared Owl (80% of 18 studies), but few studies show such a large presence both in terms of number (20.5%) and biomass (%N: median = 0.7, range 0.1-4.7%, n = 14 studies; %B: median = 4.8, range 0.5-17.5%, n = 9 studies).
Weight (mean ± sd) of rats eaten was 140.0 ± 30.2 g (range 89.8-224.5 g, n = 260), suggesting mainly young or subadults in a non-reproductive state. 17 Rats predated in autumn and spring months were lighter than those taken in winter months (quadratic regression of individual rat weights on month, F 257 = 37.33, P < 0.001, r 2 = 0.23) and monthly proportion (%N) of rats in the diet was negatively correlated with monthly mean rat weight (data from both sub-roosts, r s = -0.73, n = 14, P = 0.003). This is most probably explained by a decrease in availability of young rats in mid-winter months, 18 together with a selection of smaller individuals, that may be easier to capture compared with large and aggressive ones.
The presence of the Wood Mouse Apodemus sylvaticus in the diet is negatively correlated with that of the Brown Rat (monthly %N: r s = -0.75, n = 7, P = 0.052; monthly %B: r s = -0.96, n = 7, P < 0.001). Despite being numerically most abundant (37.8%), the Wood Mouse seems to be an alternative prey to the Brown Rat, given the dominance of rats by biomass.
The low value of the prey/pellet ratio and the high value of the average meal (see Appendix) compared with the literature (mean ± sd, prey/pellet = 2.1 ± 0.3, n = 7 studies; average meal = 45.9 ± 6.9 g, n = 8 studies) may be an index of the energetic advantage of eating rats: because they are heavier than other prey, owls need to hunt less often and can obtain a larger amount of food per hunting trip. This may explain the choice of an urban winter roost site.
In conclusion, we confirm the trophic plasticity of Long-eared Owls in their Italian wintering range [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] and highlight their ability to adapt to an urban environment. 
